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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to compiy with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: 
114, 310, 312, 401, 402, 404 and 554. A proposed drawing correction, corrected 
drawings, or amendment to the specification to add the reference sign(s) in the 
description, are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-2, 5-7, 9-10, 12, 12-16, 18, 21, 26-29, 36-42, 67-72, 74-79, 82-84, 86- 
87, 91-93, 95, 99-100, 104, 106-109 and 111 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)as 
being clearly anticipated by Young et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,353,121). 

Referring to claim 1, Young discloses displaying a list of programming themes 
(see Figure 14 for displaying themes 108/1 10 based upon the selection of "Movies" 
106). 

Young also discloses providing an option with the interactive television program 
guide for the user to select a programming theme from the list of programming themes 
(see again Figure 14 for displaying selectable "Movies" and "Sports" themes on an EPG 
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and Column 14, Lines 50-51) and a level of interest in that programming theme which is 
indicative of the user's programming interests (see Column 14, Lines 51-52 and Column 
1 5, Lines 39-45 for selecting a star rating (1 to 4) for the theme selected). 

Young also discloses modifying the list of programming themes based upon the 
selected theme and the level of interest (see Figure 15 for a list of themes based upon 
the selection of "Sports" 106 and also note again Column 15, Lines 39-45). 

Referring to claim 2, Young discloses an option for the user to designate a high 
level of interest in the selected programming theme (see again Column 15, Lines 39-45 
for selecting four stars, which represents a high level of interest). 

Referring to claim 5, Young discloses that the theme menu provided in Figure 14 
is used to search for program listings by theme (see Column 14, Lines 47-52). 

Referring to claim 6, Young discloses that when a user chooses a theme and a 
qualifier (one to four stars) the downloaded schedule is sorted accordingly (see again 
Column 14, Lines 47-52). Also note that the downloaded program schedule is stored in 
a database (see Column 18, Lines 49-51 and Column 15, Lines 54-56). 

Referring to claim 7, Young discloses that the database is maintained on the 
user's television equipment (see Column 18, Lines 46-55). 

Referring to claim 9, see Figure 15 for displaying the result of the user inputting 
search criterion. 

Referring to claim 10, see Figure 14 for selecting a rating of one star (see 
Column 15, Lines 39-45). 
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Referring to claim 12, Young discloses that when a theme is selected along with 
a rating (one to four stars) then certain themes are displayed according to the selection 
of the theme and rating (level of interest) (see Figure 15 for specifically displaying sports 
themes), therefore when a level of interest in Figure 15 such as professional is selected, 
all themes that are not related to the professional level of interest are inherently deleted. 
Furthermore, see the "OFF" option for deleting programming that is not of interest to the 
user (see Column 16, Lines 60-64). 

Referring to claim 14, Young discloses displaying a programming theme in a 
predetermined color (see Column 16, Lines 52-63). 

Referring to claims 15-16 and 18, see the rejection of claims 6-7 and 9, 
respectively. 

Referring to claim 21 , see the rejection of claim 7. 
Referring to 26-29, see the rejection of claims 9 and 19-21, respectively. 
Referring to claims 36-42, see the rejection of claims 1, 14, 6, 3 and 19-21, 
respectively. 

Referring to claims 67-68, see the rejection of claim 1 . 

Referring to claims 69-72 and 74-77, see the rejection of claims 2, 5-7, 9 and 19- 
21, respectively. 

Referring to claims 78-79, 82-84, 86-87, 89, 91-93 and 95, see the rejection of 
claims 1-2, 5-7, 9-10, 12, 14-16 and 9, respectively. 

Referring to claims 99-100, see the rejection of claims 14 and 6, respectively. 
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Referring to claims 104, 106-109 and 1 1 1 , see the rejection of claim 1-2, 5-7 and 
9, respectively. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-4, 8, 11, 13, 17, 19-20, 22-25, 30-35, 43-66, 73, 80-81, 85, 88-90, 94, 

96-98,101-103, 105, 110, 112-1 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Young et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,353,121) in view of Shah-Nazaroff et 

al.(U.S. patent No. 6,317,881). 

Referring to claims 3-4, Young discloses the modifying step in claim 1 , as well as 

displaying the list of programming themes and also displaying the programming themes 

that have been modified according to the selection of a one of themes and a level of 

interest in the theme, but fails to show that the themes that these themes are placed at 

the top of the list (note Young only discloses showing the themes in any order after 

selection of a primary theme, and a level of interest (one to four stars)). Shah-Nazaroff 

also discloses an display interface similar to Young, which asks the user's preferences, 

which includes selecting a multitude of themes (in Figure 7) in order to further rank the 

list of themes presented to the viewer (see Column 5, Lines 41-48 and Column 6, Lines 

6-9 for giving a highest ranking to a theme presented to the user (Column 12, Lines 29- 
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30)), therefore after selection of a genre or genre(s) (a.k.a. themes) the list is organized 
with the highest ranked theme (highest level of interest) at the top of the list. The 
examiner also notes that even though Young's theme selection menu is specific to 
themes, Shah-Nazaroff also discloses themes. Note that a program listing, such as 
Sportscenter, is a sports theme , therefore the programming lists ranked and displayed 
by Shah-Nazaroff are programming themes . 

Also note in regards to claim 4, since the highest ranked theme is placed at the 
top of the list, then the lowest ranked theme would inherently be placed at the bottom of 
the list. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the theme menu, as taught by Young, using the list 
ranking, as taught by Shah-Nazaroff, for the purpose of predicting whether or not the 
broadcast will be of interest to potential subsequent viewers (see Column 2, Lines 3-6 of 
Shah-Nazaroff). 

Referring to claim 8, Young discloses receiving the schedule information in the 
VBI signal, but fails to suggest that a server maintains the television program guide. 
Shah-Nazaroff discloses storing and ranking the television program guide listings at the 
server (see Column 5, Lines 8-1 1 ). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of Young, by utilizing the server, which 
maintains (ranks) the programming guide, as taught by Shah-Nazaroff, for the purpose 
of minimizing storage requirements at the client's television equipment by only 
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transmitting preferred programming, thereby minimizing the cost of the user's television 
equipment. 

Referring to claim 1 1 , see the rejection of claim 4. 

Referring to claim 13, see the rejection of claims 3-4, where ranking each theme 
is inherently a numerical ranking from highest to lowest. 
Referring to claim 17, see the rejection of claim 8. 
Referring to claim 19, see the rejection of claim 8. 

Claim 20 corresponds to claim 1, where Shah-Nazaroff discloses that system 
controller 110, which receives the television programming and listings, is a computer 
(see Figure 9 and Column 9, Lines 42-60). 

Referring to claim 22, see the rejection of claim 8. 

Referring to claim 23, see the rejection of claim 3 (which depends on claim 1). 
Referring to claims 24 and 26-39, see the rejection of claim 4, 9 and 19-21 , 
respectively. 

Referring to claim 25, see the rejection of claims 5 and 6. 

Referring to claim 30, see the rejection of claim 4 (which depends on claim 1 ). 

Referring to claim 31 , see the rejection of claim 12. 

Referring to claim 32, Young discloses that themes and be selected or 
deselected (see Column 15, Lines 5-22), therefore if themes are selected the list of 
themes is sorted according to the selected themes, and if the themes are deselected, 
the sorted list will restore the previous themes displayed before the selection took place. 

Referring to claims 33-35, see the rejection of claims 19-21, respectively. 
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Claim 43 is directly related to claim 1 , where Young discloses the limitations of 
claim 1 , but fails to teach the additional limitation of providing an option for creating a 
preference profile with which the selected programming theme and level of interest are 
associated. Shah-Nazaroff discloses storing viewer characteristics and responses to 
questionnaires in a viewer characteristics file/personal profile (see Column 3, Lines 63- 
67 and Column 4, Lines 1-15). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the system of Young, to utilize the personal profile 
system, for storing a user's preferences and presenting programs according to the 
preferences, as taught by Shah-Nazaroff, for the purpose of predicting whether or not 
the broadcast will be of interest to potential subsequent viewers (see Column 2, Lines 3- 
6 of Shah-Nazaroff). 

Claim 44 corresponds to claim 43, where Shah-Nazaroff discloses the additional 
limitation of providing multiple profiles (see Column 4, Lines 15-21 for storing profiles for 
multiple viewers used for viewers at multiple locations). Shah-Nazaroff fails to disclose 
providing an option to select which profile to make active. The examiner takes Official 
Notice that it is well known to provide the user an option to select a particular profile in 
order to present specific lists of programs (themes) to a user. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the user interface, as taught by Young, using the 
option to make a personal profile active, for the purpose of allowing a user to select a 
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certain level of programs at a specific time, thereby not limiting the user to only one set 
of preferences. 

Referring to claims 45-66, see the rejection of claims 1-22, respectively. 
Referring to claim 73, see the rejection of claim 8. 

Referring to claims 80-81, 85, 88, 90, 94 and 96-97, see the rejection of claims 3- 
4, 8, 11, 13, 17, 19 and 22, respectively. 

Referring to claim 98, see the rejection of claims 1 and 3 and also note that 
window 110 in Figures 14-15 discloses a plurality of favorite programming themes. 

Referring to claim 101 , see the rejection of claim 3. 

Referring to claims 102-103, see the rejection of claims 43-44, respectively. 

Referring to claims 105, 110, 112 and 113, see the rejection of claims 3, 8, 19 
and 22, respectively. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason P Salce whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1824. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8am-6pm (every other Friday 
off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Faile can be reached on (703) 305-4380. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

June 22, 2004 
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